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Mill's Induction, in the introduction to Book ii. In both, the views
are a little extreme ; with the Posterior Analytics before us we should
hesitate before agreeing that Aristotle's logic was merely designed for
the accomplishment of his pupils in " the popular game of Question and
Answer," or " Yes-andNo Dialectic ". The statement seems applicable
only to the Topic*. Professor Minto is also rather hard on Francis
Bacon : his method is not altogether to be judged by bis own inability
to apply it.

Of the style of the whole work it is unnecessary to speak. The
author's name is guarantee enough, and the combination of simplicity
with epigrammatic terseness is well worthy of his reputation.

It is perhaps to be regretted that no list of authors is given. Many
students would be glad to have the names of the works to which he
refers indirectly. Some are mentioned in the notes, but by no means
alL

A Manual of Ethic*. By J. S. MACKENZIE, M.A. London: W. B.
Clive 4 Co. (Univ. Corr. Coll Press), 1898. Pp. xxvi., 889.

In writing this book Mr. Mackenzie has had to solve two difficulties.
In the first place he found himself called upon to write a handbook in a
Tutorial Series, while at the same time he resented (as who "would not)
the limitations which this task implies. He has determined, and I
think rightly, to let the tutorial handbook fall out of sight and has pro-
duced instead an earnest and striking contribution to the ethical litera-
ture of the time. The second difficulty arises from the nature of the
science itself. On the one hand it is claimed that Ethics ranks as a
human achievement with the highest of the abstract sciences. On the
other hand, it is maintained, and is indeed obvious, that Ethics has b
more direct bearing than the greater number of such sciences, on the
problems of human life. The writer in Ethics has thus the choice before
him of confining himself to the strictly scientific discussion of his subject
or of expanding upon the relation which his analytic conclusions bear to
the constructive aims of practical life. Whether Mr. Mackenzie has been
equally successful in dealing with this second difficulty i« a question on
which I shall reserve a word or two for the latter part of this note.

Meantime we have to recognise in this book the qualities of author-
ship with which Mr. Mackenzie has familiarised us in his " Introduction
to Social Philosophy". There is the same ripe scholarship, the same
copiousness of reference, which, although sometimes possibly embar-
rassing to the junior student, is undoubtedly of the highest advantage
to the more experienced. There is the same sympathy with opposing
views and the manifest resolve to do justice to the truth that they con-
tain. There is the same abundance of apt literary illustration. Indeed,
if there is a complaint to be made in this respect, it is rather that a
writer himself so epigrammatic (for exaiuple, in the delightful definition
of Monasticistn as: "an undesirable form of the Division of Labour")
and so suggestive (as in the vigorous treatment of Moral Reform, p. 248
and chap. xv.\ should «o frequently have recourse to the words of others.
But the fault, if it is a fault, is on the right side. If the function of
the man of culture in modern times is as Matthew Arnold maintained,
"to humanize knowledge and make it efficient outside the clique of the
cultivated and learned," Mr. Mackenzie has certainly succeeded in
humanizing Ethics as in his former book he humanized Social Philosophy.
Of more special interest to the stndent of Ethics are the admirable
treatment of the " Freedom of the Will" in chapter viii. ; of " Ethical
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Hedonism," p. 97 foil.; the account of the conflict of motives as between
different "universes of desire " rather than between individual desires, the
real strength of a desire not depending " on its own individual liveliness
or force but rather on the force of the universe or system to which it be-
longs " (chapter v.); and in the second part of the book the stress laid
by the writer on the essentially modern duties of reflection upon our
Moral Ideals on the one hand and of forwarding social progress on the
other.

It would be strange if in a book embracing so much and profess-
ing so little (its design is " to give in brief compass an outline of the
most important principles of ethical doctrine so far as these can be
•understood without a knowledge of metaphysics ") many important sub-
jects should appear to the serious student to be touched on too lightly,
while minor errors have crept into the discussion of less important ones.
Thus the question of the standaf d of higher and lower forms of Desire
and Will is treated very cursorily on p. 87. " The wider universe "
undoubtedly is judged higher or better than the narrower. We approve
of the man who has wide aims, though in the pursuit of them he
developes a one-sided and defective type of character. But besides,
width or comprehensiveness, internal harmony seems to be a second
desideratum. We approve of the life of harmonious self-development
even though it is not marked by strenuous effort in any particular
direction. A discussion of these two ideals and of the possibility of
reconciling them in a higher,-would, we think, be required to complete
this section. But most dissatisfaction will, in this respect, probably be
felt with the treatment of Art and Morals in chapter xvL The writer
does not seem to move here with the same ease as in other parts of
his subject. The allusions to the literature of the subject are compara-
tively meagre. One is specially struck with the absence of all allusion to
Schopenhauer who might be regarded as the high priest in our time of
a view similar to that hinted at on pp. 800-810. Borne of Mr. Mackenzie's
general remarks on this subject seem, moreover, to want his usual in-
sight. " Poets and artists are not generally supposed to be conspicuous
for the excellence of their conduct," reminds us of the schoolboy's state-
ment that: "Shakespeare like.a/J great poets fell into debt". One or.
two minor points in the first part of the book seem to require re-
consideration. Aristotle would certainly refuse to accept the definition
of " wish " as an " effective desire," while common-sense would object to
the pleasure* of a good conscience being ruled ont of court and conscience
being defined as merely the " pain accompanying the violation of moral
principles ". It is doubtful also whether Dr. Sidgwick would admit the
relevance of the criticism on pp. 106-6.

But this is trifling when there is a more serious matter on hand in
Mr. Mackenzie's whole conception of the nature of Ethical Science. In
the sentence already quoted from the Preface as to the design of his book
Mr. Mackenzie tells us that he aims, not merely at giving an outline of
ethical doctrines, but at showing " how these doctrines may be applied to
the practical guidance of life ". Similarly, on p. SI he says of the Science
of Kthict, that he regards it " as instructing us with regard to what we
ought to do ". With some slight apology for so strong a statement in
chap. L, he nevertheless repeats emphatically in chap. IX. that it is the
task of ethics " to furnish us with practical principles ". Finally, this
view is summed up in the classification of Ethics as one of the " nor-
mative " sciences, by which is meant " the sciences which lay down laws
or rules". Now, it will be better to state at once that we cannot help
thinking that there is here some confusion. Ethics is undoubtedly
normative in the sense in which Logic and ^Esthetic are. It deals with
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the standard of judgments of right and wrong, good and bad, as Logic
may be said to deal with the standard of judgments of truth and false-
hood, jEsthetic with judgments of beauty and ugliness. It is further
true that the Study of Ethics may be of great practical importance. At
times in the history of the race (perhaps at the present time for special
reasons) it may be so in a peculiar degree. Against uncritical attempts
to treat Ethics as a department of biology or to solve the problem of
life with one-sided formulae a thorough-going analysis of moral judg-
ment is onr only resource. But. to admit this is one thing, to irn.int.mn
that it is part of the task of the writer on the science of Ethics to
lay down laws or rules of life in even the very limited extent to
which Mr. Mackenzie confines himself in his more guarded statements
is quite another. That there is a place for an intermediate or normative
science between Ethics as the science of the first principles of moral
judgment and the practice of the " art of life," just as it might be claimed,
that the science of therapeutics stands between the natural sciences of
Chemistry, Physiology, 4o., and the art of healing, I am not prepared to
deny. The existence of an Ethical literature, which is more occupied with
suggestions for the moral life than with the analysis of moral judgments,
of Ethical Societies and of books on the moral training of children, seems
to suggest that such an intermediate or normative science is at any rate
in the gristle. But it would be a mistake to confuse the task of tha
moral philosopher, which undoubtedly is, as Mr. Mackenzie says, to
bring the human end or standard of moral judgment to clear conscious-
ness, with the task of the ethical writer, which is to make this clear
consciousness prevail and turn it to practical account for the guidance of
hie. I do not aocuse the author of failing to make this distinction (he
alludes to it nnmistakably in the note at the end of chap, ILL), but he is
in general so impressed, and I think rightly impressed, with the im-
portance of the latter function that he permits it in his own writings
somewhat to overshadow the former. Mr. Mackenzie has shown here
and elsewhere that he possesses the qualifications necessary to do good
service in both departments. He has already given excellent proof
of his power of dealing trenchantly with the deeper and more abstract
problems of Moral Philosophy. He has shown too how familiarity with
this line of study may be made the starting point for stimulating dis-
course on the problems of practical life, we should like merely to
suggest the danger of mialomfjng the student on the important question
of the real nature and scope of the science of Ethics which may arise
from the attempt, otherwise harmless and in- Mr. Mackenzie's case we
think successful, to combine these two functions in an introductory
text book.

3. H. MUIBHXAD.

Thi Purtuit of Happincu. By D. Q. BBINTOH, A.M., M.D., LL.D. Phila-
delphia : David M'Kay, 1898. Pp. 892.

A brightly written book deserving to be read by students of Ethics
and Psychology, though it is distinctly popular rather than scientific.
The author regards happiness as coincident with self-realisation. It is
not to be regarded as a quantitative aggregate of pleasurable feelings.
It is the " increasing consciousness of self". " Rightly understood,
nothing is so admirable as self-love ; but love yourself, not for what yon
are, but for what you may be." The book is divided into four Parts.
The titles of these are—" Happiness as the Aim of Life," " How far our
Happiness depends on Nature and Fate," "How far our Happiness.
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